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The foliowing conversion chart is provided to the reader as a tool to aid
in conversion.

Into metric units

Qut of metric units

If you know Mu]é;p]y To get If you know Mu];;p]y To get
Length Length
inches 25.40 millimeters || millimeters | 0.0393 inches
inches 2.54 centimeters | centimeters | 0.393 inches
feet 0.3048 meters meters 3.2808 feet
yards 0.914 meters meters 1.09 yards
miles 1.609 kilometers kilometers 0.62 miles
Area Area
square 6.4516 square sguare 0.155 square
inches centimeters || centimeters inches
square feet | 0.092 square square 10.76389 square
meters meters feet
square 0.836 square square 1.20 square
yards meters meters yards
square 2.59 square square 0.39 square
miles kilometers kilometers miles
acres 0.404 hectares hectares 2.471 acres
Mass (weight Mass (weight)
ounces 28.35 grams grams 0.0352 ounces
pounds 0.453 kilograms kilograms 2.2046 pounds
short ton 0.907 metric ton metric ton 1.10 short ton
Volume Volume
fluid 29.57 mitliliters || milliliters | 0.03 fluid
ounces ounces
guarts 0.95 liters liters 1.057 quarts
gallons 3.79 liters Titers 0.26 gallons
cubic feet 0.03 cubic cubic 35.3147 cubic feet
meters meters
cubic yards | 0.76 cubic cubic 1.308 cubic
meters meters yards
Temperature Temperature
Fahrenheit subtract Celsius Celsius multiply Fahrenheit
32 then by
multiply 9/5ths,
by 5/9ths then add
32
Source: Engineering Unit Conversions, M. R. Lindeburg, PE., Second Ed.,

1990, Professional Publications, Inc., Belmont, California.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) Dangerous Waste
Regulations, Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-303-281, requires that
dangerous waste facility owners and/or operators submit a Notice of Intent
(NOI) before submittal of a permit appiication for new or expanded dangerous
waste treatment, storage, and/or disposal (TSD) units on the Hanford Facility.
The following information for this NOI is being filed with Ecology by the
10 U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (DOE-RL), the owner/

11 operator of the Hanford TSD Facility.

W00~ N W) —

13 This document is to serve notice of the intent to expand tank storage and
14 treatment capacity of the Shielded Analytical Laboratory and of the proposed
15 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank. The Shielded Analytical Laboratory and
16  the proposed 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank are part of the 325 Hazardous
17 Waste Treatment Units in the 325 Building. The 325 Building is located in the
18 300 Area of the Hanford Facility, Richland, Washington.

20 The ability to store and treat liquid mixed waste in tanks is being added
21 to ensure compliance with the greater-than-90-day storage reguirements of

22 WAC 173-303 and the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976, as
23 amended.

24

25 The following identifies the owner and operator of the Hanford Facility
26 and the primary contact:

27

28 Owner and Operator: U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office
30 Manager, Richland Operations 0ffice: Mr. John D. Wagoner
32 Richtand Operations Office Contact: Mr. James E. Rasmussen

34 Address: U.S. Department of Energy

35 Richland Operations Office

36 Post Office Box 550

37 Richland, Washington 99352

38

39 Telephone: (509) 376-544]1.

40

41

42

43 2.0 FACILITY DESCRIPTION AND GENERAL PROVISIONS
44

45

46 The Hanford Facility is a single RCRA facility identified by the

47 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)/State Identification Number

48 WA7890008967 that consists of over 60 TSD units conducting dangerous waste

49 management activities. These TSD units are included in the Hanford Facility
50 Dangerous Waste Part A Permit Application (DOE-RL 1988). The Hanford Facility
51 consists of all contiguous land, and structures, other appurtenances, and

9508311433 1
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1 improvements on the Tand, used for recycling, reusing, reclaiming,
2 transferring, storing, treating, or disposing of dangerous waste, which, for
3 the purposes of the RCRA, are owned by the U.S. Government and operated by the
4 DOE-RL, excluding land owned by Washington State.
5
6 The following sections provide a description of the 325 Hazardous Waste
7 Treatment Units along with other general provisions specified in
8 WAC 173-303-281.
9
10
11 2.1 LOCATION OF PROPOSED EXPANSION
12
13 The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are located in the 325 Building
14 within the 300 Area of the Hanford Facility, Benton County, Washington.
15 Smali-scale maps depicting the location of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment
16 Units are provided in Figures 1 and 2, respectively. Large-scale maps,
17 including a topographic map, which meet the 2.54 centimeter-equals-not-more-
18 than-6l-meters requirement, are provided in Appendix A and include the
19 following:
20
21 » General Overview of the Hanford Site (H-6-958)
22
23 e Topographic map of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units, including
24 the surrounding 305 meters. There are no existing or planned
25 injection or withdrawal wells in the vicinity of the 325 Hazardous
26 Waste Treatment Units. There are no barriers planned for drainage or
27 flood control.
28
29
30 2.2 DESCRIPTION OF THE UNIT TO BE EXPANDED
31
32 The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are located in the 325 Building

33 within the 300 Area of the Hanford Facility. The 325 Hazardous Waste

34  Treatment Units consist of the following treatment, storage, and/or disposal
35 areas: Hazardous Waste Treatment Unit, Shielded Analytical Laboratory, and
36 the 325 Collection/lLoadout Station Tank.

38 The Hazardous Waste Treatment Unit is located in the northeast corner of
39 the 325 Building (Figure 3). The Hazardous Waste Treatment Unit provides

40 treatment and storage of mixed waste and/or dangerous waste in approved

41 containers.

43 The Shielded Analytical Laboratory is located in the west side of the
44 325 Building (Figure 3). The Shielded Analytical Laboratory provides

45 analytical chemistry services within six interconnected hot cells to prepare
46 and analyze samples of mixed waste. The Shielded Analytical Laboratory also
47 is used for storage and treatment of mixed waste in approved containers.

49 The proposed tocation for the 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank is in
50 the southeast corner of the basement of the 325 Building (Figure 4). The

950831. 1433 2
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325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank is proposed for storage and treatment of
mixed waste from various laboratory activities throughout the 325 Building.

The mixed waste and/or dangerous waste containers in the Hazardous Waste
Treatment Unit and Shielded Analytical Laboratory contain characteristic
waste, toxic constituents, non-specific source waste, selected waste from
specific sources, and state-only (extremely hazardous and dangerous) waste.
The estimated annual quantity of mixed waste and/or dangerous waste stored in
containers is approximately 9,500 kilograms and for container treatment is
10 2,500 kilograms. No container storage is proposed for the 325 Collection/

11  Loadout Station Tank pit area.

WO~~~

12

13

14 2.3 DESCRIPTION OF TANK STORAGE AND TREATMENT CAPACITY

15

16 The proposed expansion consists of the addition of greater-than-90-day

17 tank storage and tank treatment of liquid mixed waste until the mixed waste is
18 1transferred to the Double-Shell Tank System on the Hanford Facility. The

19 Shielded Analytical Laboratory tank (SAL tank) is located in Room 32

20 (Fiqure 4). The SAL tank (Figure 5) is constructed of double-walled stainless
21 steel with a design capacity of 1,218 liters and is placed within a

22 cylindrical stainless steel containment structure that provides tertiary

23 containment (Figure 5). Liquid mixed waste, from six interconnected hotcell
24 operations, is conveyed by gravity from the trough in the hot cells to the

25 SAL tank via stainltess steel lines (Figure 5).

27 The proposed addition of the 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank is for
28 storage and treatment of mixed waste from various laboratory operations

29 conducted throughtout the 325 Building. The proposed tank is to be a

30 double-walled tank with a proposed design capacity of 11,356 liters

31 (Figure 6). The inner shell is stainless steel with the outer shell

32 constructed of carbon steel.

34 The types of Tiquid mixed waste stored and treated in the SAL tank and

35 proposed for the 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank consist of characteristic
36 waste, toxic constituents, non-specific sources consisting of spent

37 halogenated and non-halogenated solvents, and state-only (extremely hazardous
38 and dangerous) waste. The annual estimated quantity of liquid mixed waste

39 that will be stored and treated in the SAL tank and the proposed

40 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank is approximately 34,068 kilograms.

42

43 2.4 COMPLIANCE WITH STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT

44

45 The State Environmental Policy Act of 1971 Environmental Checklist was

46 submitted in 1988. Supplement 1 (Appendix B) provides information pertaining
47 to the SAL tank.

950831, 1433 3
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1 2.5 COMPLIANCE WITH SITING STANDARDS
2
3 Demonstration of compliance with the siting criteria as required under
4 WAC 173-303-282(6) and (7) are addressed in the following sections.
5
6
7 2.5.1 Criteria for Elements of the Natural Environment
8
9 The following section addresses measures in place at the 325 Hazardous

10 Waste Treatment Units to provide protection of the natural environment. Each
11 element of the criteria identified in the WAC 173-303-282(6) is addressed
12  herein.

14 2.5.1.1 Earth. This section addresses the potential for the release of mixed
15 waste to the environment because of structural damage to the 325 Building
16 resulting from earth movement in the surrounding area.

18 2.5.1.1.1 Seismic Risk. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are at
19 least 152 meters from any fault that has had displacement in Holocene times.

21 No active faults, or evidence of a fault that has had displacement during
22 Holocene times, have been found at the Hanford Site (DOE 1988; WHC 1991). The
23 youngest faults recognized at the Hanford Site occur on Gable Mountain,

24 approximately 32 kilometers northwest of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

25 Units. These faults are of Quaternary age and are considered 'capable' by the
26 Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC 1982).

28 2.5.1.1.2 Subsidence. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are
29 located in the 300 Area of the Hanford Facility. This area of the Hanford
30 Facility is not considered an area subject to subsidence (PNL 1992).

32 2.5.1.1.3 Slope or Soil Instability. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment
33 Units are not located in an area of slope or soil instability, or in an area
34 affected by unstable slope or soil conditions (PNL 1992).

36 2.5.1.2 Air. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not an incineration
37 unit. Discussion of measures taken to reduce air emissions resulting from
38 incineration is not applicable.

40 2.5.1.3 Water. This section addresses the potential for contaminating water
41 of the state in the event of a release of mixed waste.

42

43 2.5.1.3.1 Surface Water. The following addresses considerations for the
44 protection of surface water.

45

46 2.5.1.3.1.1 Flood, Seiche, and Tsunami Protection. Three sources of

47 potential flooding of the area were considered: (1) the Columbia River,

48 (2) the Yakima River, and (3) storm-induced run-off in ephemeral streams

49 draining the Hanford Facility. No perennial streams occur in the central part
50 of the Hanford Facility. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not

51 located within the 100- or 500-year floodplain.

950831. 1433 4
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| 2.5.1.3.1.2., Perennial Surface Water Bodies. The 325 Hazardous Waste

2 Treatment Units are a nonland-based facility as defined in

3 WAC 173-303-282(3)(i). The WAC 173-303-282(6)(c)(i)(B)(I) regulation requires
4 nonland-based facilities be lTocated at least 152 meters from any perennial

5 water body. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are over 152 meters from
6 the Columbia River, the closest perennial water body.

7

8 2.5.1.3.1.3 Surface Water Supply. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

9 Units are not Tocated within an area designated as a watershed nor located

10 within 152 meters of a surface water intake for domestic water.

11

12 2.5.1.3.2 Groundwater. The following addresses consideration for the

13 protection of groundwater. The 325 Building is a nonland-based facility as

14 defined by WAC-173-303-282(3)(i); therefore, compliance with the contingent
15 groundwater protection program is not required.

16

17 2.5.1.3.2.1 Depth to Groundwater. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

18 Units are located in the 300 Area of the Hanford Facility. The depth to

19 groundwater at this Tocation is over 12 meters. The depth to groundwater at
20 the lowest point of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units, including the

21 proposed expansion, is over 7 meters.

22

23 2.5.1.3.2.2 Sole Source Aquifer. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

24 Units are not located over an area designated as a 'sole source aquifer' under
25 section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974.

26

27 2.5.1.3.2.3 Groundwater Management Areas and Special Protection Areas.
28 The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not located in a groundwater

29 management area or a special protection area.

30

31 2.5.1.3.2.4 Groundwater Intakes. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

32 Units are not located within 152 meters of a groundwater intake for domestic
33  water.
34
35 2.5.1.4 Plants and Animals. The following sections address considerations to
36 reduce the potential for mixed waste and/or dangerous waste contaminating
37 plant and animal habitat in the event of a release. The 325 Hazardous Waste
38 Treatment Units are over 152 meters from any of the following.
39
40 2.5.1.4.1 Wetlands. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not

41 located near any wetlands.

42

43 2.5.1.4.2 Designated Critical Habitat. The 325 Hazardous Waste
44 Treatment Units are not located in an area designated as critical habitat for
45 federally listed threatened or endangered species as defined by the Endangered
46 Species Act of 1973.
47

48 2.5.1.4.3 State Designated Habitat. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment
49 Units are not located in an area designated by the Washington State Department
50 of Wildlife as habitat essential to the maintenance or recovery of any state
51 Jlisted threatened or endangered species.

951012.0956 5
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2.5.1.4.4 Natural Area Preserves. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment
Units are not located in any natural area acquired or voluntarily registered
or dedicated under Chapter 79.70 Revised Code of Washington.

2.5.1.4.5 Wildlife Refuge, Preserve, or Bald Eagle Protection Area. The
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not Tocated in a state or federally
designated wildlife refuge, preserve, or bald eagle protection area.

WO~ U & -

2.5.1.5 Precipitation. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units is a nonland-
10 based facility; therefore, compliance with the precipitation requirements is
11 not required.

12

13

14 2.5.2 Criteria for Elements of the Buiit Environment

15

16 The following sections address the locational factors affecting

17 protection of the built environment. Each element of the criteria for
18 nonland-based facilities or units identified in WAC 173-303-282(7) is
19 addressed.

21 2.5.2.1 Adjacent Land Use. This section addresses the setback criteria for
22 adjacent land use.

24 Nonland-Based Facilities. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are
25 located over 152 meters from the closest Hanford Facility property line.

27 2.5.2.2 Special Land Uses. This section addresses setback criteria for
28 special land uses.

30 2.5.2.2.1 Wild and Scenic Rivers. The southern boundary of the Hanford
31 Reach of the Columbia River, a proposed wild and Scenic River, is at mile

32 marker 346.5, north of the 300 Area of the Hanford Facility. This proposed

33  boundary for the Wild and Scenic River was established specifically to exclude
34 any part of the 300 Area from requirements in the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
35 of 1968.

36

37 Therefore the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are not within the
38 viewshed of users of the Columbia River.

39

40 2.5.2.2.2 Parks, Recreation Areas, National Monuments. The

41 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are situated over 152 meters from the
42 nearest state or federally designated park, recreation area, or national
43  meonument.

45 2.5.2.2.3 Wilderness Areas. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are
46 located over 152 meters from any Wilderness Areas as defined by the Wilderness
47 Act of 1964.

48

49 2.5.2.2.4 Farmland. The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are over
50 152 meters from any commercial or private prime farmland.

51

950831, 1433 6
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1 2.5.2.3 Residences and Public Gathering Places. This section discusses
2 factors affecting residences and public gathering places. The 325 Hazardous
3 Waste Treatment Units are located over 152 meters from residences and public
4 gathering places.
5
6 2.5.2.3.1 Incineration. Incineration is not a process used at the
7 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units. Therefore, this criterion is not
8 applicable.
9
10 2.5.2.3.2 Land Use Compatibility. The Hanford Facility conforms with
11 local 1and use zoning designation requirements.
12
13 2.5.2.3.3 Archeological Sites and Historic Sites. No places or objects

14 Tlisted on, or proposed for, national, state, or local preservation registers
15 are known to be on or next to the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units. There
16 are no known archaeological, historical, or Native American religious sites on
17 or next to the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units.

21 3.0 TEN-YEAR NONCOMPLIANCE HISTORY

24 Appendix € summarizes Notice of Compliance Violations and the associated
25 vresponses. This summary and the correspondence associated with notices of
26 compliance violations can be obtained by contacting the following:

28 Public Access Room H6-08

29 Westinghouse Hanford Company

30 P.0. Box 1970

31 Richland, Washington 99352

32 (509) 372-3411.

33

34

35

36 4.0 JUSTIFICATION OF NEED
37

38

39 In May 1989, the U.S. Department of Energy along with Ecology and the EPA

40 formally entered into an agreement (Tri-Party Agreement) (Ecology et al. 1994)
41 for the purpose of the Hanford Facility gaining compliance with federal,

42 state, and Tocal laws concerning the management of waste. The operation of
43 the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units will support Tri-Party Agreement

44 milestones by providing a means to treat and store mixed waste and/or

45 dangerous waste and prepare the waste for transfer within the Hanford

46 Facility. Included within the Tri-Party Agreement are milestones for

47 environmental restoration and waste stabilization on the Hanford Facility.

49 The ability to store and treat mixed waste for greater-than-90 days in

50 the SAL tank and the proposed 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank will
51 increase both safety and efficiency of waste management activities at the

950831.1527 7
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325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units. In addition, the storage and treatment
abitity will provide future flexibility in using other mechanisms to transfer
1iquid mixed waste to the Double-Shell Tank System. This potentially could
minimize or eliminated the use of flushwaters required by the current system,
thus providing an opportunity for waste minimization. Because of delays in
transferring liquid mixed waste to the Double-Shell Tank System by railcar,
caused by waste minimization transfer considerations, and the necessity of
minimizing the number of railcar waste transfers, it is necessary to expand
the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units Tiquid mixed waste management

10 activities to include tank storage and treatment.

OO~ O P W™

14 5.0 IMPACT ON OVERALL CAPACITY AT THE HANFORD FACILITY AND
15 THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

18 The current capacity for the treating, storing, and/or disposing of

19 1iquid mixed waste is limited within Washington State and the Hanford

20 Facility. The expansion at the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units will allow
21 for treatment and storage of mixed waste and/or dangerous waste and will

22 comply with WAC 173-303 regulations on mixed waste. This expansion for

23 treatment and storage capacity at the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units

24 supports the Hanford Site mission of remediation and restoration.

951012. 0957 8
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Figure 3. Location of the Hazardous Waste Treatment Unit and Shielded
Analytical Laboratory (main floor).
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SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 1 of 21

BACKGROUND

Name of project, if applicable:

325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units. This checklist accompanies a Notice
of Intent (NOI) to expand tank storage and treatment capacity of the
Shielded Analytical Laboratory and of the proposed 325 Collection/Loadout
Station Tank, ltocated in the 325 Building in the 300 Area.

Name of applicants:
U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (DOE-RL).
Address and phone number of applicants and contact persons:

U.S. Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office
P.0. Box 550 :
Richland, Washington 99352.

Contact Persons:

J. E. Rasmussen, Director

Office of Environmental Assurance,
Permits, and Policy Division

(508) 376-5541.

Date checklist prepared:
September 1995.
Agency requesting the checklist:

Washington State Department of Ecology
Kennewick Office

1315 West 4th Avenue

Kennewick, Washington 99336

Proposed timing or schedule: (including phasing, if applicable):

This SEPA Environmental Checklist is being submitted concurrently with
the Hanford Facility, 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units NOI. The NOI
is submitted in accordance with the Washington State Department of
Ecology (Ecology) Dangerous Waste Regulations, Washington Administrative
Code (WAC) 173-303-281, "Notice of Intent", which requires that dangerous
waste facility owners and/or operators submit a NOI before submittal of a
Part A permit application, Form 3, for new or expanded dangerous waste
treatment, storage, and/or disposal (TSD) units. After submittal of the
NOI, there will be an opportunity for public notification and review for
150 days. Submittal of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part A
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Permit Application, Form 3, for the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units
will occur after the public comment periced.

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansions, or further
activity related to or connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No.

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared,
or will be prepared, directly related to this project.

This SEPA Environmental Checklist is being submitted to Ecology
concurrently with the NOI for the Hanford Facility, 325 Hazardous Waste
Treatment Units. A Part A permit application, Form 3, will be submitted
150 days after submission of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units NOI
in accordance with WAC 173-303-281.

General information concerning the Hanford Facility environment can be
found in the Hanford Site National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Characterization, PNL-6415, Revision 7, September 1995. This document is
updated periodically by Pacific Northwest Laboratory (PNL), and provides
current information concerning climate and meteorology; ecology; history
and archeology; socioeconomic; Tand use and noise levels; and geology and
hydrology. This baseline data for the Hanford Site and its past
activities are useful for evaluating proposed activities and their
potential environmental impacts.

Do you know whether applications are pending for government approvals of
other proposals directly affecting property covered by your proposal?

No applicaticons to government agencies are known to be pending.

List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your
project, if known.

Ecology is the lead regulatory agency authorized to approve the Part A
permit application, Form 3, pursuant to the requirements of WAC 173-303
and 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 265. The NOI provides
public notice of the intention to conduct the waste treatment and storage
activities at the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units.

Give a brief, complete description of the project, including the uses and
the size of the project and site. There are several questions later in
this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your project.
You do not need to repeat those answers on this page.

The Shielded Analytical Laboratory is an analytical chemistry laboratory,
located in rooms 32 (basement), 200, 201, 201A, 202, and 203 on the west
stde of the 325 Building, used to prepare and analyze samples of mixed
waste materials. The Shielded Analytical lLaboratory also is used for the
treatment and storage of mixed waste generated from analytical chemistry
and/or research and development operations.
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The SAL tank is located in Room 32 in the basement of the 325 Building.
The SAL tank is a double-walled tank constructed of stainless steel with
a capacity of 1,128 liters. The tank is placed within a cylindrical
stainless steel containment structure that provides tertiary containment.
The Tiquid mixed waste is conveyed by gravity from the trough in the hot
cells to the SAL tank via stainless steel drain lines. The liquid mixed
waste stored in the SAL tank eventually is transferred to the Double-
Shell Tank System on the Hanford Site for storage and treatment. The
SAL tank, with a design capacity of 1,218 liters, will have an annual
throughput of approximately 22,712 Titers.

The Shielded Anatytical Laboratory hot cells consist of six
interconnected cells situated side by side in the center of the Shielded
Analytical Laboratory. The hot cells are used to conduct sample
preparation and sampie analysis. As part of the overall waste management
program, the mixed waste generated during the analytical chemistry
operations is treated within the hot cells to reduce the overall hazard
of the waste before disposal. An interconnected stainless steel trough
runs along the front of all of the hot cells. The trough is equipped
with a stainless steel grating at the cell floor level. The trough is
the means by which waste is drained to the SAL tank through stainless
steel piping. A1l hot cells are used for analytical chemistry work.

The proposed addition of the 325 Collection/Loadout Station Tank is for
storage and treatment of mixed waste from various laboratory operations
conducted throughout the 325 Building. The proposed tank is to be a
double-walled tank with a proposed design capacity of 11,356 liters. The
inner shell is stainless steel with the outer shell constructed of carbon
steel.

Location of the project. Give sufficient information for a person to
understand the precise location of your project, including a street
address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If the
project occurs over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of
the site(s). Provide a Tegal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any
plans required by the agency. you are not required to duplicate maps or
detailed plans submitted with any permit applications related to this
checklist.

The 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are Tocated in TION, R25E,
Section 11, in the southern portion of the 300 Area of the Hanford
Facility. Site plans and maps are included with the accompanying NOI.
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1 TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATIONS FOR
? AGENCY USE ONLY
3 B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS
4
5 1. Earth
6
7 a. General description of the site- Flat,
8 rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous,
9 other.
i0
11 The site is essentially flat.
12
13 b. What is the steepest slope on the site
14 (approximate percent slope)?
15
16 Approximately 2 percent.
17
18 c¢. What general types of soils are found on the
19 site? (for example, clay, sandy gravel,
20 peat, muck)? If you know the classification
21 of agricultural soils, specify them and note
22 any prime farmland.
23
24 Soil types consist mainly of eolian and
25 fluvial sands and gravel. More detailed
26 information concerning specific soil
27 classifications can be found in the Hanford
28 Site National Environmental Policy Act
29 (NEPA) Characterization, PNL-6415,
30 Revision 7, September 1995. Farming is not
31 permitted on the Hanford Facility.
32
33 d. Are there surface indications or history of
34 unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?
35 If so, describe.
36
37 No.
38
39 e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate
40 quantities of any filling or grading
41 proposed. Indicate source of fill.
42
43 No filling or grading is required.
44
45 f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing,
46 construction, or use? If so, generally
47 describe.
48
49 No.
50

$50928.1157
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Air

About what percent of the site will be
covered with impervious surfaces after
project construction (for example, asphalt
or buildings)?

Not appiicable. No construction would
pccur.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if
any:

Not applicable. Earth would not be
disturbed.

What types of emissions to the air would
result from the proposal (i.e., dust,
automobile, odors, industrial wood smoke)
during construction and when the project is
completed? If any, generally describe and
give approximate quantities, if known.

Minor amounts of exhaust would be generated
by vehicles used by personnel to gain access
to the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units.

An airborne release could occur as a result
of upset conditions internally or
externally. Such a release would not exceed
immediately dangerous to life and health
concentrations outside the immediate area of
the spill/release because of the small
quantity of material that is available for
release.

Are there any off-site sources of emissions
or odors that may affect your project? If
so, generally describe.

No.

Measures to reduce or control emissions or
other impacts to the air, if any?

Good engineering practices would be
followed, and actions would comply with

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 5 of 21

EVALUATIONS FOR
AGENCY USE ONLY
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1 onsite procedures designed to protect the

2 environment and worker safety and health.

3 Administrative control practices and

4 high-efficiency particulate air filters

5 would limit air emissions as well as protect
6 worker health.

7

8 3. MWater

9

10 a. Surface

11

12 1) Is there any surface water body in or
13 in the immediate vicinity of the site
14 {(including year-round and seasonal

15 streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds,

16 wetlands)}? If yes, describe type and
17 provide names. If appropriate, state
18 what stream or river it flows into.

15

20 The Columbia River is in the vicinity
21 of the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment

22 Units. However, the 325 Hazardous

23 Waste Treatment Units are a nonland-

24 based facility as defined in

25 WAC 173-303-282(3)(i). The

26 WAC 173-303-282(6)(c)(i)(B)(I) reguires
27 nonland-based facilities be Tocated at
28 least 152 meters from any perennial

29 water body. The

30 WAC 173-303-282(6){d)}(i) requires

31 nonland-based facilities be located at
32 least 152 meters from any wetlands,

33 designated critical habitats, habitats
34 designated by the Washington State

35 Department of Wildlife as habitat

36 essential to the maintenance or

37 recovery of any state listed threatened
38 or endangered wildlife species, natural
39 areas that are acquired or voluntarily
40 registered or dedicated by the owner,
41 or state or federally designated

42 wildlife refuges, preserves, or bald

43 eagle protection areas. The

44 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units are
45 over 152 meters from any of these

45 areas.

47

950928.1358
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2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Will the project require any work over,
in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet)
the described waters? If yes, please
describe and attach available plans.

No.

Estimate the amount of fill and dredge
material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands
and indicate the area of the site that
would be affected. Indicate the source
of fi11l material.

None.

Will the proposal require surface water
withdrawals or diversions? Give
general description, purpose, and
approximate quantities if known.

No.

Does the proposal lie within a 100-year
floodplain? If so, note location on
the site plan.

No.

Does the proposal involve any
discharges of waste materials to
surface waters? If so, describe the
type of waste and anticipated volume of
discharge.

No.

Ground

1)

Will ground water be withdrawn, or will
water be discharged to ground water?
Give general description, purpose, and
approximate quantities if known.

No.

SEPA CRecklist
325 HWTUs
Page 7 of 21

EVALUATIONS FOR
AGENCY USE ONLY
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2)

Describe waste materials that will be
discharged into the ground from septic
tanks or other sources, if any (for
example: Domestic sewage; industrial,
containing the following chemicals;
agricultural; etc.). Describe the
general size of the system, the number
of such systems, the number of houses
to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the
system(s) are expected to serve.

Naone.

c. Water Run-off (including storm water)

1)

2)

Describe the source of run-off
(including storm water)} and methods of
collection and disposal, if any
(include quantities, if known). Where
will this water flow? Will this water
flow into other wastes? If so,
describe.

The Hanford Facility receives only
15.2 to 17.8 centimeters of annual
precipitation. Precipitation runs off
the existing buildings and seeps into
the soil on and near the buildings.
This precipitation does not reach the
groundwater or surface waters.
Precipitation would not come in contact
with any of the Tiquid mixed waste
treated and/or stored by normal
activities.

Could waste materials enter ground or
surface waters? If so, generally
describe.

Yes, in the remote possibility that
Tiguid waste in the SAL tank and/or the
proposed 325 Collection/Loadout Station
Tank escaped from containment barriers.
These tank areas would be monitored and
work procedures would be in place in
the unlikely event of a release.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 8 of 21
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AGENCY USE ONLY
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Proposed measures to reduce or control
surface, ground, and run-off water impacts,
if any:

In the event a tank leak is detected, the
tank involved would be isolated and tank
contents removed.

Plants

d.

the types of vegetation found onsite.

deciduous tree

evergreen tree

shrubs

grass

pasture

crop or grain

wet soil plants

water plants

other types of vegetation

[w)
=2
> e}
O
~

|
|

111

The most common vegetation community in the
300 Area is the sagebrush/cheatgrass or
Sandberg's bluegrass. Native vegetation in
the immediate vicinity of the 325 Hazardous
Waste Treatment Units has been eradicated.
Vegetation consists primarily of cultivated
ornamentals.

What kind and amount of vegetation will be
removed or altered?

No native vegetation alteration would occur.

List threatened or endangered species known
to be on or near the site.

None. Additional information on the Hanford
Facility environment can be found in the
environmental document referred to in the
answer to Checklist Question A.S8.

Proposed landscaping, use of native plants,
or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any:

Not applicable.

SEPA CRecklist
325 HWTUs
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a.

d.

Animatls

Underline any birds and animals which have
been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds,
other:

mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver,
other: ....S5mall mammals

fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring,

shellfish, other: .
Raptors (burrowing owls, ferruginous,
redtail, and Swainson's hawks) are rarely
seen in the 300 Area. Small passerines
(sparrows, finches) are present in the
general vicinity of the 325 Hazardous Waste
Treatment Units. Mule deer, rabbits, and
coyotes occasionally are seen in the general
area.

List any threatened or endangered species
known to be on or near the site.

Two federal and state listed threatened or
endangered species have been identified on
the 1,450-square kilometer Hanford Site
along the Columbia River; the bald eagle and
peregrine falcon. In addition, the state
listed white pelican, sandhill crane, and
ferruginous hawk also occur on or migrate
through the Hanford Site. Of these five
species, none is likely to use the shrub-
steppe habitat of the 300 Area.

Is the site part of a migration route? If
so, explain.

The Hanford Facility is part of the broad
Pacific flyway.

Proposed measures to preserve or enhance
wildlife, if any:

None.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 10 of 21
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Energy and Natural Resources

a.

What kinds of energy {electric, natural gas,
oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project’'s energy needs?
Describe whether it will be used for
heating, manufacturing, etc.

Electricity is used to operate monitoring
devices and pumps for the SAL tank and the
proposed 325 Collection/Loadout Station
Tank.

Would your project affect the potential use
of solar energy by adjacent properties? If
so, generally describe.

No.
What kinds of energy conservation features
are included in the plans of this proposal?

List other proposed measures to reduce or
control energy impacts, if any:

None.

Environmental Health

a.

Are there any environmental health hazards,
including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous
waste, that could occur as a result of this
proposal? If so, describe.

Possible environmental health hazards to
workers could arise from activities at the
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units. The
hazard could come from exposure to
radicactive, dangerous, and/or mixed waste.
Stringent administrative controls and
engineered barriers are employed to minimize
the probability of even a minor incident
and/or accident. A chemical spill, release,
fire, or explosion could occur only as a
result of a simultaneous breakdown in
multiple barriers or a catastrophic natural
forces event.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATIONS FOR
' AGENCY USE ONLY

1 1) Describe special emergency services

2 that might be required.

3

4 Hanford Facility security, fire

5 response, and ambulance services are on
6 call at all times in the event of an

7 onsite emergency. Hanford Facility

8 emergency services personnel are

9 specially trained to manage a variety
10 of circumstances involving chemical

11 and/or mixed waste constituents and

12 situations.

13

14 2) Proposed measures to reduce or control
15 environmental health hazards, if any:
16

17 A1l personnel are trained to follow

18 proper procedures during the treatment
19 and storage operations to minimize

20 potential exposure. The 325 Hazardous
21 Waste Treatment Units have systems for
22 ventilation, radiation monitoring, fire
23 protection, and alarm capability. The
24 heating, ventitation, and air

25 conditioning system maintains a

26 negative air pressure on the complex.
27

28 Chemical and radiological safety

29 hazards would be mitigated by

30 preventing direct contact with the
31 residual chemical constituents; high-
32 efficiency particulate air filtration
33 of all offgas streams; and protective
34 clothing, appropriate training, and
35 respiratory protection used by onsite
36 personnel as necessary.
37
38 b. Noise
39
40 1} What type of noise exists in the area
41 which may affect your project (for
42 example: traffic, equipment,
43 operation, other)?
44
45 None.
46

950928.1157
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Land

2} What types and levels of noise would be
created by or associated with the
project on a short-term or a long-term
basis (for example: traffic,
construction, operation, other)?
Indicate what hours noise would come
from the site.

None.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control
noise impacts, if any:

None.
and Shoreline Use

What is the current use of the site and
adjacent properties?

The Hanford Facility is a single RCRA
facility identified by the

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA)/State Identification Number
WA7890008967 that consists of over 60 TSD
units conducting dangerous waste management
activities. These TSD units are included in
the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part A
Permit Application. The Hanford Facility
consists of all contiguous land, and
structures, other appurtenances, and
improvements on the land, used for
recycling, reusing, reclaiming,
transferring, storing, treating, or
disposing of dangerous waste, which, for the
purposes of the RCRA, are owned by the

U.S. Government and operated by the DOE-RL,
excluding Tand owned by Washington State.

Has the site been used for agriculture? If
so, describe,

No portion of the Hanford Facility has been
used for agricultural purposes since 1943.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 13 of 21
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Describe any structures on the site.

The 325 Building, located in the 300 Area,
is a steel and reinforced concrete structure
that is 83 meters wide, 87 meters long, and
12 meters high. Numerous buildings surround
the 325 Building as a result of the
developed 300 Area.

Will any structures be demolished? If so,
what?

No.

What is the current zoning
classification of the site?

The Hanford Site is zoned by Benton County
as an Unclassified Use (U) district.

What is the current comprehensive plan
designation of the site?

The 1985 Benton County Comprehensive Land
Use Plan designates the Hanford Site as the
"Hanford Reservation". Under this
designation, Tand on the Hanford Site may be
used for "activities nuclear in nature."
Nonnuclear activities are authorized if and
when DOE approval for such activities is
obtained".

If applicable, what is the current
shoreline master program designation of

the site?

Not applicable.

Has any part of the site been classified as
an "environmentally sensitive" area? If so,
specify.

No.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
Page 14 of 21
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Approximately how many people would reside
or work in the completed project?

Approximately 15 people work at the

325 HWTUs; others assist as required. No
additional staff will be required as a
result of adding the additional tanks.

Approximately how many people would the
completed project displace?

None.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce
displacement impacts, if any:

None.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is
compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any:

Not applicable. (Refer to Checklist
Question B.8.f)

Housing

Approximately how many units would be
provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or Tow-income housing.

None.

Approximately how many units, if any, would
be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

None.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
housing impacts, if any:

None.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
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10.

Aesthetics

a.

What is the tallest height of any proposed
structure(s), not including antennas; what
is the principal exterior building
material(s) proposed?

No new structures are being proposed. The
additional tanks would be located in the
existing 325 Building, which is 12 meters
high.

What views in the immediate vicinity would
be altered or obstructed?

None.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
aesthetic impacts, if any:

None.

Light and Glare

a.

What type of Tight or glare will the
proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainiy occur?

Nane.

Could Tight or glare from the finished
project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?

No.

What existing off-site sources of light or
glare may affect your proposal?

None.

Proposed measures to reduce or control light
and glare impacts, if any:

None.

SEPA CRecklist
325 HWTUs
Page 16 of 21
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12.

Recreation

a.

What designated and informal recreational
opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

None.

Would the proposed project displace any
existing recreational uses? If so,
describe,

No.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project
or applicant, if any?

None.

Historic and Cultural Preservation

a.

Are there any places or objects listed on,
or proposed for, national, state, or local
preservation registers known to be on or
next to the site? If so, generally
describe.

No places or objects Tisted on, or proposed
for, natjonal, state, or Tocal preservation
registers are known to be on or next to the
325 Building.

Generally describe any landmarks or evidence
of historic, archaeological, scientific, or
cultural importance known to be on or next
to the site.

There are no known archaeological,
historical, or Native American religious
sites in the 325 Building Area.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
impacts, if any:

None.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
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14.

Transportation

a.

Identify public streets and highways serving
the site, and describe proposed access to
the existing street system. Show on site
plans, if any.

Not applicable.

Is site currently served by public transit?
If not, what is the approximate distance to
the nearest transit stop?

No. The distance to the nearest public
transit stop is approximately 113 meters
located near the entrance to the 300 Area.

How many parking spaces would the completed
project have? How many would the project
eliminate?

The 325 Building has three parking lots.
None of the three parking Jots would be
eliminated.

Will the project require any new roads or
streets, or improvements to existing roads
or streets, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public
or private).

No.

Will the project use (or occur in the
immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

How many vehicular trips per day are
generated by the completed project? If
known, indicate when peak velumes occur.

No additional vehicular traffic will be
required because of the expansion of the
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
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15.

g.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
transportation impacts, if any:

None.

Public Services

a.

Would the project result in an increased
need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, health care,
schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

No. Existing services are adequate.

Proposed measures to reduce or control
direct impacts on public services, if any:

None.

Utilities

a.

Circle utilities currently available at the
site: electricity, natural gas, water,
refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer,
septic system, other:

Electricity, telephone, sewer, water, and
refuse collection are available at the
325 Building.

Describe the utilities that are proposed for
the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction
activities on the site or in the immediate
vicinity which might be needed.

A1l utilities for the 325 Building are
currently available. No new utility
services would be required.

SEPA Checklist
325 HWTUs
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SIGNATURES

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. We
understand that the iead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

{ é%;ima,uaﬁ ///2//(;5

. Rasmussen, Director Date
OFf1ce of Env1ronmenta1 Assurance
Permits, and Policy Division
U.s. Department of Energy
Richiand Operations Office
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22 W. J. ApTey, Ph?Dk P.El qix/ Date] |
23 Associate Laboratary Diregfor for Operations

24 Pacific Northwest Laboratory
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11/15/85 Enforcement, Acticons Page 1

Date
Facility Received Susject  Category  Status  Agency Summnary Comments

Hanfora S/53784 RCRA Closzd [ecolagy State Order DC 84-267 reguired the U.5. “he first comprehensive corpliance nspection
Separtment of Energy (OCt) to 21low the state to of Hanford by the State of Washington
55 the Hanford Site to conduct formal OCCLIeed Oon June Li-l4. DB Jinice e
1arce assessments of nonradicactive ECGIG0Y hio wlibwlbed L Ous il
nazardous waste faciiities s T acnTananantid
Sowants Tariiil i
Hanford 12725784 RCRA TOrTa ] Tiosed  Ezolooy State Ordor OF 84-727 aral interim onOLC aThiove Compiienco with this
avatus compiiance gotions assostated with complielo. Port Aoapoiications Tor
nonradioactive hazardous waste Taciiities. the Tacilities n question wore sudmiticd o

July 1985, This date met the schedule
specified in the order
Hanford 1/29/85 SWPCA Formal Closed  Feoloay State Order BE 85-130 covered a'leged vinlations  DOF did not acknowledge the annlicability of
¢f state water guality statute Revised Code of state statutes to ifs activities at that
washinaton (RWCY 50.48 related to Plutonium time. Therefore, no specific shteps were
Finizning Plant (PFP) chemical sewer roleases. taken in response To the order, although a
discussion of the circumstances was provided

43 3 matter of comity.
Hinford 1/15/8% - Forna Clesed Zeclony Stave Order DE 8

sed Ioolo ) o 8L-677 covered aileged violations By May 1. 1986 all facility modifications

CT stata waler guaiity statute RCW 90.48 related  ana procedural changes specified in the order

Lo Plutonium sranium Sxiraction PuRDi; chemical  worc in place

sewer relogses.

SOLTE -~ Formg Loonen nnonnn ERA > Orders OF 86-132 and DR 85-133 and EPA Coo, Ricntard Soeratio ice {RLJ

ovtor 1685-10-07-3008 (foticwes by Consent Order o Lco on March 7. 1986

Slale. JE 85-:357 covered RCRA wasis 35 nat tre suorage of dangercus wastes
Groundwater moritoring. and reance with state

TIOGUre pians.

monitoring
ed at various
rourdwater Samrpiing

ed with these groundwater
monitoring networks are in compliance wi
RCRA. Tne recurred closure/post-ciosure

submitted ©o Ecology o Novenper




11/16/495

FaciTity

ilantord

Hanford {WHC)

Criforcenent

Cate
Received Subject

it
LLs3ises RLRA
4711780 RCRA

Category

Clozed

Page 7

e
CoGony

Summary

f Opportunity for
a?ieairg

A Complaint and Notic
5

Mo e
20 O['uL1ur wWali S

Hsle against RL
-
‘

ssrang for use of nydradlic

3 regulations. Tre complasnc
1989, nspection y tho
Protection Agercy (EPA) that

determine whether actwthwes
ance wWith P08 regulations.
7-295 covercd state dangerous

Was @omauctec Lo
W2RTCON CO

State Orrder OF E

waste relcascs \mwxed Wastel to Lhe 216-A-368
Crib

tcoiogy notified AL and Westinghouse Hanford
company (weld o of 3 Notice of Vigtalion withir
three areas Lbased on their April 10-11. 198%
nsccction Gf 8 Pond and the Nonradicactive

Comments

87, witn verifTication that the 3760

siated in the

ictier that they
believed no f cvien or documentation

W3S required.

B2}

discharges were siopped and Lhe orib wa
permanentiy ciosed to use. Wells drilled in
accordance witn dates set forth in the order

{June 1, 1986) and fegu]ar sampling are
ongoing. The part A permit for the facility
was submitte ruary 72, 1988,

Three findings were 1dent1f19d: (i) the need
to consiruct at least a continugus single-
strang rope ferce with warning signs around B
Fond and cach of the three associaled lobes
(£} the need i

LAZOSeCUST LY TeNIEe surroundtng on
T Linet T oapeee -
LGOS WASLE LAnGth L G

ate the weoden pier over

R ORI MR RS

i34 the need ©o evg

P P T

LGl Ly énd i

-
|

e oD

I

. the
hiy
s

ne
.

TAKEN Gul 01 50

A-da BYLLE nal ooon

TOANGER -

JUTLNE n LRI OL T d s RO LA OanE



11/15/595

Faciiity

Hantord (WHC)

Hanfore

(WHC

Enforcement Actions

Date
Keceived Subject  Category Status  Agency
Hhi12/8% RCRA Formal Closed  Ebcology
7 Forwal IR ektals rology

Ecotogy notified RL and WA of & Notice of
Vi i with}n Lwo areas basea on their June
on of tne 183-H Basirs and 216

oGy nonified 3

arowltno

Comments
d1ngs were identifiad: (1) the need
east & continuous single-
ith agpropriate warning
SS-10 Pong aed dater

e 2 alld ves Le ieeu Ly
LD iAe Tens Corraden A Teak o it
ronLairing mixerd wasia Sora TOTRL M
Basins.

A single-strand barrier rape was 1nstailed
wWith the appropriagte warning signs around the
216-5-10 Fond and Ditch. The contents of the

teaking drums were removed and repackaged in

=0 i

+

appropriately prepared drums. An inspection
was conducted on the other drums containing
dangércus waste ai tne 163-# facility and no
other irreguiarities were noted. The Centra)
Waste Compiex, which receives 183-H dangerous
wasle darums. was inspected ang no
irregularities wore noted. An analysis also
was comuucteﬂ onotne prodedie cause of the
corrosive meterial found on the drums, Th
restiLe enced Lo Ecoiogy.

ree Dindings wers identitied: (1) the need
Lo construct. &t a minmimum, a continuous
single-strend chain fence with appropriate
warning signs around the 216-A Diten by
September 30, 1989 {2} Tour radhation
¢olound UNseclrec on the [
ground near the 216-A-29 Ditch and 216-B Pond
faciiities: and {3} 10 waste drums at Central
wasto Complex were Toung to nave excesded the

a0

ricd wir @At the

WD pres

WATTILIG 510Ns we

L

Jonerating .uv‘.:ty‘
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Date
Facility Receiveg Subject  Category Status  Agency Suminary Conments

A continuous single-strand barvier was
mstalied arcund the 216-A-29 Citch and 2316-B
Pond.  The unsscured signs have hoe
repostec.  Fericgic inspections will pe
conducted LG icentify necessary correct
acticons such as Lnsecured 51905,

The 10 waste drums that exceeded the QGAday
aCcumutation noricd were identified a
ariginating from PFP.  These drums were
partiaily characterized and transferred to
the Central waste Compiex for proper storage.
A letter identifying the dangerous and mixed
waste satellite and Tess-than-90-day
accumulation areas on the Hanford Site was

L e T IR I IR O I
Lransmilled Lo L;u\ugj.

Hanfard (WHC) 4/25/90 HATA Forma] Closea DOT 1 25, 1990, the Department of The procedures were corracted to the
d @ Federal Railrcad satisfaction of D07 and, after negolialions,
ble Mgtice of Viciation the finge was reduced o §2,:00, which was
ting the Hazardous aid by Wil
o AL and Tiosd WM
fedlin i 17, A i 3 ety icrifiaed BL and LTI CTON LCLIoayY TS
cnculiance for ralurning cabend the desliine Lo Jaruary 15, 1991, Tne
LU LroUiDin rums (f-" AdETE COMpiEa repackaging of the drums was nitiated on

becorher oongwever. this etfort waz

action, LUt reguested tnat AdRperon Sy unlavorabie weatner condiiions.
drucs Doovepackaged sl returned Lo the Dignb sudiLiongt Workeng cay: were iost due
Tomnral dlosis SIS T RS TH LU OTOGh wWINGE. snoW. 890 rain. ATT A8 of 1“5

progiom drums were SMuJQCUef\ iy r:pacxugwd
¢ Lompics by
th verbally

diid rehugrne




117167590 Enforcement Actions Page &

Date
Facility Received Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments
Hanford (WHC) 1070791 CAS Intermal Closed  DOH JCH conductea a technical review of radicactive A detter-from DOH to RL on September 1G
air emissions from PRP July 16-18. i%91. One 1994 formaliy cliosec this tenm
Tinding and Tive observations were identi®ied
Hanford {WHo) NPGES intormai o Chosed  Fisherie: I March 199:. AL began construction of a new

1
fitser backwash pond in the 300 Area. A

component of Lnis construction projoct was a now
I I J
-

Sutfall to the Columbia River. Army Lorps of TS acTivily cnosowoial D e aneae o
frgimeers’ agproval was secured for the cutfall cortion of the fonstruction was performed

Arc WPDES permit has been applied for, and a1t Dotow The Bigh-waler wgre on Lhe Joiumord

the necessary NEPA documentation is in place: River without a permit.

however, RL failed to apply for the necessary

hydraulic project permit approval from the RL was Instructed by Fisheries 1o 4o the
Washington State Department of Fisheries following: (1% place a screen on the outlet
(Fisharies) and for a temporary water quality of the outfall to prevent fish from trying to
modification permit from Ecology before sWim up tne pipe: (2} repair the damage to
construction of the cuifall. the vegetatlion that cccurred during

construction; and (3) contact Ecology on
whether a water gua’ity modification permit

shoLic e apnlied Tor after constiruchicn is

iiow for rew troes to be
Shanted o repiace tne

g March  fcolegy nas
o G otne odtfall has

[ P PO
goen refeivea Lo

LIANTed.  irees we
damayged vagstal
MGiCaled Cons

Giready Goodrrag.

Athoush ©990 wes considerel g
yisiabion, no citab:cn was issued Lo RL or
Tsocontractors. Fispertes glso stated Lnat
L SNITORmENTE D Tapac
-

tris oulfalt.




L1/16/95 Enforcement Actions Page 6

Oake
Facility Hecelvod Subsect Category Status  Agency Surmmary Comment.s

dantard (WHC) 51492 HIRA informat Closad Coolooy FCoiogy i55ued an inspecti : g L 24 AL has 1s3uad

regarding tnz al

the scheduie i the inspection report.  RL
»

nas completed o171 corre

tive actions as
required Dy cCoiogy.  No Tormai notificatian

ing syst 24
aiiure 10 irdicating salisfaciory completicn of the

operate adecuate Teak detsciicn,

ailow inspectors access to training records, and  corrective actions nas been received by
failure 1o aropecly ddentify personnel in the bcology.

training pian.
correspondence from Ecology in October 1994
indicated this item would remain open until a
foliowup 1nspection could occur.

tcology notified WHC by e-mail on Octoher 23,
QY
1895, that they now consider this issue

hl

|

fantford (WHC) 7416792 RCRA infarmal Closed  Ecology

aGequate cocondary

Conidinment 117 prevention controls

1S

4 1
Jo i

waoTindings, oo onsurvelions, ot Gooest fodbllaliy nvaiiatie SOBLYG: LeCANDTogy
I related Lo clrborne Tancard. Ko nas completed

from the tank Tarms

fTUHLUTLY wids ool ol oUb i flovemoer 199

e Rantam




11/16/595

sanford Gelld )

danford (WHD)

PR

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RIRA

LA

Category Status

informal

nvorngi

wUnEG

Agency

Page 7

Summary

tcology issuad a comp)

L

that

Tance
Teges 2L and WHS were 1n vio

Trese viglatiors included fai

ure to
and sztunaiaticn otandards
KoopIng 1nspecticons, w2 oand
containers, waste Gesigngilon, ond
L5 oand discharges.

UOH 1ssued a report detaiiing 15 cct:oon itienms
from an i

sdtagTiENe Ul

investigation conserning an unresoived
siEly quostion at Lne & Flani main stack

venyilation system.

Comments

Tank farms personnel met with OOH on November

g, 1994 Lu wiscuss Lhe ariging - Tt

. S . . . P . .
N0 owlie Ao Y L widag atly rooule LSz as
O T
PR TR TR S PV S T

e P AT
i

A
SPOnses oy

On March 3. 1955, DOH sent RL a letter
closing three findings. The letter stated
OOH was unsatisfied with the other responses
to the findings, and provided additional
guigance to responG to these items.

Tank Farns personnei have oeen preparing a
response. which has not been submitted to RL

yet.

BL and WHC have issued a response according
to the schiedule gescribed in the inspection
Most corrective actions have been

;. tocology ras noted

a ris Lo rezolve their viglations

has oificially ciosed tn1s enfarcement
f

These action items included providing g

rosoonse 1o the foiiswing:  improper
raotitication of DOH “or

emission control
system moGiTications, sotentially 1nadequal
emission contral system, and improper
ventilation seaiing systems. A response was
provided by BLowithin the desigrated 45-day

o F

Five ol thne golior items have

Le

[FOE I LY RV RO I LU AR VI FRY R R0 o

S N
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Facility

Aonford (WHO)

Hantord [WHC)

10/06/57

enforcement Actions

Category

[nfarmat {looed
Formal Claasd
- Tiespd

Status

T

e

Page 8

Summary

2 e £ EA N .
155 port for ar audit performed ot
e Lr ioxide Facility thet ddentifio0d

five minor findings.

of Moncompliance basod
cted T September 1991
|

ko

carup of g “LB

gy
.
I

BV

Commernts

Ciosure of Lhe remaining 10 action items wil)
occur after completion of corrective actions
and ongeirg negotistions with DOH. A
folicwup inspection occurred on June 22,
1994, and on September 15, 1994, DOH sent a

Tetter to RL formai .y ciosing this
mspection.

These findings were re.ated to sampling data
collection. data reporiing. and monitoring

equipment calibration. RL issued a response
within the designated 45-day time period.
Two of the Tindings have been closed to the
satisfaction of O0OH.

UOH sent a detter to RL (correspondence
#9401923) dated Fobruary 11, 1534, to close
the remaining items idetified during the

o November 13, 1992, RL responced to the
Motice of honcompliiance. RL stated in the
eSnCnsC that the Cleandp of the PCE spill

[e1w] o
18591, not

orosentomber 28

PRSI

onpiiance.

150 outiined corrective
1

Sions Lo onsure thal Cieanup of PCB spills

GOV S S sent a ietter tclkL
satisfTies with R's

ragtive actions and closed

staving chey w




L1/16/95 Enforcement Actions Page 9
Cate
Facility Recelved Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments
Tlure to meet the wasie generator and  closed this iter.
acclmuralion standards such as wast
persgrnel training, recordkesping,
ct a managenmeni of containers.
Aantord [PNL) 10730792 WCRA Informa’ Ecotagy ssued a compliance Tetter for the 305%-8  The viotabions noiuucu 1ilpi upel wostie
cility alieging 8L and Pacific SESTONAT N, AN T el e v e
Northwest Laboratory (PHL) are in violation of AnInadennal e wasie invendory s
AT 173-303. container tabeling, ard Tmprocper storage of
w3 COrGINg LG OTnEIr 1T CHE e
PNL WJSucC a response that disouted ais
findings. These firdings were resolved in a
letter sent from Ecology to RL on April 7.
1993
Hanford (WHC) 11712792 KCRA Informal Clased  Fcology Ecology issued a Tetter alleging that RL and WHC  Ecology also prepared a Tri-Party Agreement

change contral form establishing enforceable
niiestones to address the violations. RL and

are in vioiation of wal 173-303. These

visiations included teoak dotection. lack of

Hanfaord (WHC)

secondary containment. delayed notification and
reporting. and inadequatie personnel training at
the single-shell tanks.

;co]ogv isgue” a camziiance letter for is

-

5
i . [ N I 40
L0 the storage of mixed waste “notho 241

Tark Farm.

SY-i0

WHC have issued a response requesting that
negotiations begin to address the proposed
milestones.
he viglations noted inciuded exceeding the
waste a\;Umb}Qt“Oﬂ Vimit o7 120 days, and
; ated

SOmD assootated wiin generator
a5t storege. AL and who have ssued o

forma’ response No additional actions arc

Nnecessary.

stated tnat BL arnd WhC have nitiatec

T b
PO gy

work tnat directly supports fuel
oncapsulation withouws approvat of 00d The
roY T 77; directes =L and WHC to gwp ajl
WOk 3T Tne 5 oBastn cdiately,

ant wWHC Tormally respondog to the AQY. and

00 DOGRTrOCion DorniT o was TShUed: in

hot-o
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Date
Faciiity Received Status  Agency Summary Comments
Hariford (WHC) 2103793 CAM Formal Superce  IPA EPA issued a Compliance Order to AL ard its EPA and RL negotiated a Federal Facility
contractors & leging rioncompliance with the Compliance Agreement (FFCA} on February 7.
hiotiorel Emission Standerds for Hazardous Air 1994, to allow RL to confirm compliiance or
Pollutents Tor radionuclides. meet the compliance reguirements of 46 CFR
A1, Subpart o, Tne FFCA superseded the
compiiance order and this wili no longer be
treckes as an cpon 1ten,
raniord (WHC) 3710793 RURA, Formal Cooscn o Feolagy issued an Order and Notice of Penaity The Notice of Penalty stipuiated a peraity of

Incirrad and Due for failure to adeguately $100.000.  RL disputee portions of the Order
designate approximately 2.000 containers of and Notice of Penalty. RL and Ecotogy have
solid waste. agreed to resclutions to the disputed

portions, and these resolutions have been
agreed to by the Washington State Pollution
Control Hearing Board. which issued a
settlement agreement modifying the Order and

Mk i e o F Do Ta
HOLTCE 0T Ferdiny.

fie settiement agrecuent for the Compilance
Order required submittal of 4 Waste Analysis
Flan (WAP) to confirm or compiete the
whe waste 1n guestion.

Thom kAT
I
~

igration of

At T

ation: reganod

~
Lai

o o w”-\r‘-‘ L\ l“P-.—_] [
ool TR0 DRLWeRn L

oo Uy
arcd ¥ was graented by Foology on
ful

‘ d
Novemper L, luwi. ConTirmation or compleiion
of Lhe waste designation, following tho

5 oestastisned Dy Lhe WAP. must be

[ros

~ e o I N - e
compieted by S 1001568

Neﬂﬂt{

50
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Facility

Hantord (WHC?

sAnTora (WD)

Date
Received

5712753

512473

Enforcement. Actions

Subject

ACRA

“IRA

Category

Informa}

Status

Closen

Page 11

Foslony

Summary

moolcgy Tssued o comptiance letter for alleged
1

viciations related 1o @ 52777 of ebhyicne glyce]

at the 309-t Building to the 300 Area Process
Trench.

Tations reiuted o

Comments
Department of Wildlife to plan for and carry
out & sagebrush revegetation effort on the

d
Hanford Arid lands Fooiocy Resprve

O August 24 1994 R rransmitoen A nars

ot

t ~oamriatacs The Lot e
JOMDI2ToC Th ZITIING
{(roer
e alle aticns ware reiated to
immeciate reporbing of the incinert and

access to informaticn, =L orenared a
response Lo this incident within the required
time period and considered that all
corrective actions required by Ecology were
completed. Since then. Ecclogy indicated
that they believed further information was
required for them to cicse this item. On
March 22. 1995, RL transmitted the additional
information to Ecology. The letter provided
answers to two questions pcsed by Ecology
regarding the ethylene giycol spill at the
309 Bullding. Ecology now consigers this
iten closed

KL nas prepared responses Lo che letter and
has commities 10 pumping the remaining
11guids Trom tne tank.  Ligquid purping was
initiated in October (993 and initially was
expected to be completed n January 1994,
This date was extended to Aprii 30, 1994

d was pelieved to be
pumped. piclures were taken and 3 pool of
free Tlouid was fTound to be remaining. This
wds puTesn, ano Gt 20 LG aoout 5,000
gallors oF suparratant. As of July 12, 1994,

P10 nad heen remaven

ERIVHE

A LHe SUDETNATanT
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Date
Facility Received Subject  Calegory Status  Agency Summa ry Comments

and purping was continuing on the

nterstitial iguid. WHC expected tnis last
stagh of punping Lo be done by the end of
Juiy.

New photograpns were taker after this fingl

i in aguld (estimate
pproximately 0, G0 gallons) was seen “n the
dnk. Agaitional pumping 1s pianned to occur
after further integrity testing of the
transfer iine.

In March 1995, this tank was declared interim
stabilized. Ecology notified WHC by e-mail
on October 23, 1995, that they now consider
Clased.

this issue
These ai]

Hanfora (WHC) 7409/93 RCRA Informal Ciosed  Foology

Y has compieted

corrective actions as required by
Agditional corr aondencp

armacion rei

i

TISTArh e whhn this respoanse.

tanfarg (WHD BI24752 RCRA inTorngs Chiosed Zooloay COIOGY wes noLiTied on August 17, 1995, o7 a Dn seplanner 22, 1503, aDprova

Lion poriod exlenaion

[ P I
Cariz i U

o e = . LR R iy - P PRI
crbension with Leology. Th1s 1Tom s now |
QUi roment.s

Co2lved
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Facitity

danfora (WHCS

Hanford {WHO)

Ve Fepagd i) 1
Nantiora wlhis s

Cate
eceived

167318733

Enforcement Actions

Subject  Category
RCRA nformai
RCRA [nformal
KLEA Irformal

Status

R I
Lnn

T

Page 13
Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued @ compliance letter for alleged
violations of the transporter reguirsments of
WAC 173-303-190 at the PUREX Facility.
srology Ponlogy issued 2 compliance letier for alleged

viclations of the treatment, Starage and
disposal requirements of WAC 173-303 at PUREX.

ience lotter for a

i aLIons 07 he gEnerator actudmeanion

T oWAC 173-303-20C.

Comments

These alleged violations occurred while the
waste was being stored in a tank trailer
pending appraval from ldaho to accent the
waste. AL transmitted a Tottor to Eoology o
Jung 78, 1994 (54047815

uuuuuu LD ZY T
Jotroe

STArting Lnat iiens

LY e s R kot ls] T

Al Ao

P Uiae

P ly PO T

a7 nat

Piauid F=om 5e

hours and not
permitteu for storage. ihese aileged
viclations occurred while waste was being
stored in Tank F18 and Tank F16. Transfer of
waste from Tank F16 and Tank F18 to Tank
Farms was nitiated on October 22, 1993. A
total of six transfers were required to
remove the waste from Tank F16. The final
transfer from Tank F16 was completed on

Re provided Ccoiogy with a
letter on Uecember 14, 1993, to document that
Tank Fl6 was emptiec. 7he letter stated that
‘with tne removal of waste from Tank F16
cempietad, HL considers this action closed.”
The vigiations resu ',Ec from 4
FOIIASSYTICALION 0T FOUr process Tanks at the

Flhutonium Reclamation Eab“

Fleoy b 1 e
hovember 1, 1952,

Pty {PEFY as waste
required the
tra:<‘ng system.

o] 43 hazardous waste

and g direction
reGarding the regulatory

1p e
what tanks be Take
aocdmulation tanke

nlation of a waste
2o

Orovidis

#Rluperations

status of PRE was

L

Te tanks. The First 1tem
Losont @ reiter Lo
in Gabe Noverber 1993‘ whiich

Poijulranend i Ol dial ol o Lwn 2R Ls1Ons 0
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Facility

Hantord (uHC3

Date
Received

10726793

cnforcement

Subject

RCRA

Actions Fage 14

Category Status  Agency Summary

Ecolegy issued a compliance letier for alleged
iplations of the generator accumulation
reguirements of WAC 173-303-200.

Informal  Closed

Camments

WAC 173-353-071(3) that may ailow
£ £ waste tanks to non-

%)
w
=t
<>
3
&)
e
)
=

44, Ecoiogy responded with a
d Lhe aoove-menticned tanks
s and. therefore. not
tor wasle accumuiation

-wide inspection of temporary storage and
satellite accumuiation areas. Several
findings and recommended corrective actiong
were noted in the inspection. WHC has
completed these corrective actions.

At the 1164 Facility. one finding was

identified regarding container records. On

1693, ¢ copy of

filed at ine facility.
L

the records was
The fira! regort 1o
nowas issued on Uecembor 15

ooy on February 17.

NoveTsor 5.

\

close

1993, A e

D
1

L,

AL Tne 1/714-A satelille storage ared, three

findings were 1Gentified, and two findings az

tno 47, Faciiity woers ddentifiec.  With
.- . o

AoEA e LAY I
UG LD LN L/ igen radi g

32 Fediiiny. Wil S
Facility that has been ¢l

FEETS RV RO IS OV o
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Facility

Harford (WHC}

Hanford (WHC)

iinforg (WHC S

Jate
Received

10/27/93

16429753

Enforcement Actions

Category Status

Page 15

Summary

DOH issued a compiiance letter after an
inspection of the 291-U-1 slack monitoring
system on October 1. 1993.

DOH issued a report of & surveillance conducted
at PUREX during August 1993 that identificd one
finding related to a lack of auditable
procedures and triree best managment p"act1ces
By, one related to Lracking sampilﬁy
nstrument serial numbers py location, and two
related to clarifying sampling procedures.

e

dri lovember 17, 19493, Ecology issucd
compliance letter alleging inacequaie controis
sventing rorrouting reiesses of hezardous
NCCs 1O the environmeny Trom Wal-managed
28 ir tne 300 Area. The subzect Tetter
ived following & retegse of

SE 0 sLylens
T Lo the 300 Area FProc 5
. G

Sewer Trom the

Comments
The Tetter identified two ohservations. RL
had pelieved that only findings required a
Tormal response. and did not formally respond
Lo the observeiions.  An AUQUST iyv4 auith v
DOH upgraged a

findings (e

11 Tomer observations Lo
P T
[ I T T O T B TP I B W oY B Y

provide a4 response.

& orosponse was o deg

1995, On July 13, 1595, DOW transmitted
letter ciosing this inspection.

The finding was issued because the health
physics procedure document, WHC-1P-0718,
which had recently replaced WHC-IP-0692. did
not contain PUREX-specific procedures. PUREX
Hegith Physics implemented a field change on
November 9, 1993, to incorporate the PUREX-
specific procedures into the -0718 document.
A Tollowup inspection scheduied for July 18,
1994, to determire resolution of this issue
was canceled since DUH had inagicated they
were satisfied with the corrective action.

TS ML ON 2anuary <u.

Closure 67 this Tinging was documented in &

telephone memorandun on Uctober 17, 1994,

HL reguested wHC 1o submit a written response

Lo the subject Tetter by December 22. 1993

{this date was amendsd to December 30,

19937 l

Un december 30, 1593, WHU responded to RL

with a letter thal proviges an assessment of
tigt “or nor-routine releases of

o5 o The envaironment from

L Suu AT wHil- ana An-halidgEd Tali s,
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Date

Facility Recetved subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments
Where hazardous matemals were present, the
control systems for preventing releases to
the environment were evaluated. If the
contrel systems were found to be inadequate.
pians and scheguies to upgrade the systems
were deveioped.  Toe planned upgrades are
scheduled Tor completion before the start of
the 300 Area Treated Effluent Disposa’
Faciiity. projected for December 1994, The
assessment provided to RL included
descriptions of each affected facility and
the action required to correct the
situation,
tcology has said this issue was satisfied
with the submitial of RL's corrective
actions, but indicated a followup inspection
Lo verily corgiiance could gccur

Aantford (WHC) L1793 [rformal Dlose ToToanisgas Or: movedicers 17, 1995, Ecology met with AL o

which requires RL anc Ecology o

e charges.  Also giscussed was a

noregarding waste management training.
3 reguest for desk drstructions, and a Tist
OfF responstiose porsons. The informalion

srimrally was requested for December 1,
1993, Ecology agreed to delay tne response
unt by December #1992, ang R isseg the
The response stateq

that &i% oroposed crangst o the WAP will be

esponise on that dele

cofinunicatod Lo LT00gy s requastoa.  The
fetter aiso agdresseo the other concerns
coology hac, and made recommendaions Lo

assemble a technical foam to deal with issues

ST Ty T L d L s OH LT T WA T O
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Faciiity

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford {WHC)

Date
Recetved

12/06/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

v
ri

CCRA

Category

Informa?

informa’

Status

Closed

Page 17

Agency Summary
OH COH iaslied a compiiance

surverliance on Ocotob

Flux Text Faciiity (F

findings and two BMPs. h

response from RO within 45 cays
Ecology tcology issued a compliance leiter for

avlegations that improvements (target actions)
to be performed ot T Plant as part of the
Dangerous Waste Part A Permit Application were

found o be erther 1ncomplete or unsatisfactary
during a December 2. 1993, inspaction.

Comments

they became concerns.

On January 5. 1994, ic
One of tne Tire

aiogy closad this item.

PGS wds URET R OrATan Ta

. L : .
WEIE DUb wl ndt LG I S L W La L W, g

RIS R T N N N A TR

PR aTeS

s, iber s s
calibratior Decause of vender problems.
Recommerded Corrective aciLions wWere nroviiso
in the compliance Tetter.

RL provided DOH a response on March 2. 1994,

RL transmitted & new response to DOH on
January 31, 1995, On July 13. 1995, DOH
transmitted a Tetter closing this inspection.
This target action. "implement Pericdic
Visual Inspection and Static Leak Test
Program for 2706-7 and 211-T Tanks." was to
ne compieted by Gctober 1993, Ecology has
required mplementation of effective visual
inspection anH ieak test programs faor the
2706-T ana 2111 sumps by Decommer 15, 1993.
ccology aiso recuired the comletion of throc
correclive actions by Sanuary 13, 19594
specificalty, ropair of the pacxflow
preventer ieaking Lo the Z706-T sump, repair
ana
5 ¢f installing or |
tection for the 21.-T

of the leak detection device for 2706-T.
r.oon Lho progre
Leak oo

repl
INSTITULING

SUIT

¢ the gileged

Un Movember 7.

CCLLET LD KL and
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Date
Facility Received Subject  {ategory Status  Agency Summary
Hanfora {(WhC) 12/:3763 RCRA intormal Chosed  foatogy Ccology ssued a compliance tetter for an

inspection conuucted November 18-22, 1953, at

Lo Transuranic Waste Storage and Assay Facitity

(TRUSAR) to determine compliance with interim
status reguirements under WAC 173-303. and to
status current activities with respect to the
Cangercus Waste Part § Permit Application.

Comments

Heotnat followed a followup inspection on
October 18, 1594, ko vioiations were noted,
Rl considers this item cleosed.

Alleged violations inciuded (1} faiiure to
maintain emergency eguipment 1n accordance
with the facility contingency and emergency
plan, (2% Tailure to maintain cperating
records in a manrer sufficient to locate
wastes within the faciiity, (3) failure o
label containers with hazardous waste labels
or in a manner to adequately identify major
risks associated with the contents of the
containers. and (4) failure to store
containers within a compliant secondary
containment system.

The comptiance ietter stated that RL and WHC
r

needed to correct these findings by March 18
1994
un February 4. 1994, RL sent a Tetter to
status of the four
o zonsiders the Trrst
KL requested an extension

for the thirg cen, and
LOO1LEMm wWoulG De

stated that the fou

2tcd by March 14 1954

nelting wos nesd on Jung g
1994 which provided information indicating
the firal two Stems have been compieled.

AOUTT T mandagors
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Date
Faciiity Recelved Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments

Hanford (wHC) 12717793 CAA informal Closed  DOH DO conducted an audit of air monitoring The audit reveaied two findings, five

instrumentation adeguacy and calibration on June  observations, and five BMPs. DOH requested

26 - July 201993, DOH believes past audits ang  RL's response. including @ corrective action

surveiirances have identificd instrumentation plan. by February 20. 1994,

out of catipration,
On February 6 T334 WHT v bl 31 wiii g
response to 00~ The rosnonse crason rnar
one firding would be rescived by March 18, B
189, and the other oy April g0, 1994
Completion dates were provided for the
findings and BMPs not already resolved.

On September &, 1994, DOH sent & letter to RL
stating closeout of all.the open items but
one finding. DOH is requesting response to
this last item by November 1. 1594.

WHC told RL on November 14, 1994, that this
deadline could rnot be met, and RL agreed to
inform DOH that a response would De submitied
by January 31, 1995, On danuary 20. 1995, a
response was submitted to RL.  DOM formally
ciosed this inspection in a letter
transmitied August 2o, 1995,

danioia (il DTS CAG Wiormas Coosed G ~0m 1s5uEd g Cumphance cetber nat Totiowed dn tree observations ang one BMP were

] 42-5 tvapcrator and SY Tank rdentified. RL hzd helieved that only
AT eMIss1on Lntts on Novemoer 30 and December Tindings required a formal response, and Gid
11993, ncb Tormaiiy respond Lo the cbservations. An
ALgust 1994 sudit by DOH upgraded all formgr
bservations to Findings (levei IV), which

+

requires K. Lo o7

-

VIge d respinste.

ubinitted o response to DO on January 2o,

5
50 0n July 13, 1995, 808 fransmitted a

il wowanlid Wil iR PdUL sUt
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Facility
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Hanfaord

Han for:d

WO/

BT

Date
Recelved

2/

tnforcem

Subject

ent Actions

ategory Status
[ntorma 056
nforma? (Cosed

Fage 20
Agency Surmary
Fcolagy Ecoiogy 1ssued @ compliance letter for alleged
viciations identivied during an inspection on
December 9. 1993, at the Hanford Fire Departme

o determine compliance with contlngency plan
requirements under WAC 173-303 for hazardous
and/or mixed waste facilities.

LM

P Tl
Glaa L Wi “ug_AJL, e

A

sotre 300 Area szmission Jnits.

Comments

The sections of the WAC that RL and WHC were
alleged to be out of compliance with are 173-
303-350{(2}, -350(3), and -350 {(4). The
compliance letier stated that contingency
plans for 2715EA, 1177, 321, 384, and 284W
did not incorporate the WAC reguirements.
Additionaiiy. the letter stated that copies
of contingency plans for 2846, 284W. and
Z715EA were not kept at the Hanford Firs
Department as reguired, and they were not on
the Hanford Local Area Network (HLAN).

The compliance letter requested corrective
actions to be complete by Aprit 15, 1994

On March 23, 1554, WHC provided RL with a
letter for Ecology in response to these
gitegations, and RL sent the Tetter to
Ecalogy on ﬁa“ch 28, 1984 Tre letter
se isad RL/WHC contingency
agram. and outiines the corrective
will take by May 31, 1994, 1o
[N

corrective gctions as
ording o Ecology
an October 23, '5 5,

a
Jider this tssue clo

wiC/ kL Comptereq
r

pianned schedule.

=l
nat:fred WHC by e-m
that the [ Cor
The qudit resuiled in three observations kTuw
referrad <o as findings Tevel IV (1)
ansorter units inspected {(Buildaing
3403 (wd not nave 1est sorts or Ingication

cerbon

. F oo e o e e oy

\\.dg ot efiiciency test perforimance; (20

AR Rieclrio pro-heats i 3
LU wns A wn L kg Sl dl iy wan Lol
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Date ‘
Facility Recelved Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments

operating to iimit humidity; and (3)
calibraticn was not indicated {tags) on
gauges used to monitor performance of HEPA
Tilters {(WHU and PAL racsintresi. Lormootove
s

ACLIONS were inciuded 1 LIE el epul ol

RL provided a telter to DOH on Decemosr

1994, responding te the three items.
Corrective gections also were proviged.
Another response letter containing additinnal
requested information was sent to DOH an
December 9, 1994,

On July 13, 1995, DOH transmitted a letter
closing this inspection.
Hanfarg W) 2r 0350 HURA informal  Lloss tcology tcolagy issued a compiiance letter aileging The alleged violations are summarized Lelow.
viclations of facility recordkeeping
requirements for the Backlog Waste Program. 1} RL and WHC "faiied to make training
records availabie for inspection...to verify
The alleged viclations resulted from an Ecoicgy that employees invoived in the backiog waste
GC

e
‘Mspecticn on February 15, 1994, when fociogy Trogran nave recetved training. .l
ste

[yt

requestec copies of training records.
2i AL and WHC "fatied fo make training
records required oy Chapter 173-303-330 WAC
avaiiable Tor inspection &t aii reasonable
times per Chapter 173-303-380(3[a3)."
Ecotogy's corrective actions stated in the
ance qetter” involve
providging the regquested training records 1o
Ecology and tnern maintaining the appropriate
Lraining records in the 200 West Area. and

“VoiunLary Comp

i vvallable for future

inspections.
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Date
iteceived

3409744

[nforcement Actions

Subject

RERA

Bk

Category Status

Formal

I forma]

ATt Ted

Agency

Leoiosy

Feop T am,

P

Al I

Page 22

Summary

rcology issued an Order (Mo, DE 94RNM-063) ano

hotice of Penalty incurred and due (No. DE G4NM-

J62) against the ¥.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(CGF) for disposing dangerous waste at the
Richland Landfill, and against DOE for not
providing adequate dangerous waste training to
COE employees.

issued g ub]p

ey

nonconp liance
i aining.

Comments

On Aprit 14, 1994, fcology sent a ietter to
RL and WHC stating that their investigation
of training record accessibility for the
Backlog Waste Program was completed and the
issue has Seen closeq.

Ecolcgy has assessed & penaity of $9.500
against DOE and a $6.000 penalty against COE,
The fines stem from the accidantal dumping of
dangsrous waste at the landfill as part of
the cleanup activity ongoing at the North
Slope. The incident cccurred late in 1993,

On April 15 1994 Ecology sent a letter to
RL and COE stating satisfaction that the
corrective items identified in the order had
beeri compieted, and approved the restart of
dangerous waste management work on the North
Stope. Ecology also requested in the letter
that before the generation or potential
generation of hazardous or mixed waste at

Ct waste sites, that
kaste Control Plans b supmitted to them for
appraovel . Eooicgy stated that the "letter
serves as a notice of compietion of Order
requiTerents. except for the ongoing
requiremenis o7 the wWaste Control Plans, ano
stated thet the "enlire case will be resolved
upon payment” ofoun
The uitegations foilowed an

CORAUCLES ab tank

Tdentified past-oract

he Penaily.
nspec
farms March 17-1

[olw] ﬂ

acterming comeisance with generator
reguirements.  Ihe inspector stated that
fhe Lime of a2 inspocticn. o randos samsls

5 wWas selected anc that

o

Qoo DALY . UT LO0SC were Tuund Lo be
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Date
Received

4714794

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RERA

Category Status

informai

Page 23
Agency Summary
tcoicgy tcoiogy issued a compliance letter to RL and WHC
an Apr1do 140 1994, which followed ar inspection

]

O

=1

(9]

-
m

]
d on February 7-8. 1994, to assess
ion oof Milztones 1, 22 23

vy Agresment. The comphiance

e
[S181%)

£
S0l
i73-303-300. General uWasto Analysis: (27 -380.
Facility Recordkeeping: (3) -310. Secur

-630. Use and Managemont of Containers;
seneral inspecticn: 6 -350, lontingency
Plan ano Emorgency Procedures: and (73 -640,
Tark Systems.

T
STV

Comments

deficient. The action item in the letter
catted for RL and WHC to review the training
of tank farms personnel Dy Juiy 1. 1994, and
to compiete ang document 311 required
training.

on June 29, i L RL senT Rooiogy g derrer
(9404279) stating that 95 percent of the tank
farms personnel hao completsd the required

training, and that all remaining perannnei
would be Timited to work not directly
affecting dangerous waste management
activities until their training was
completed.

Ecology conducted a foilow-up inspection on
July 19, 1994, and indicated satisfaction
with this issue and said they consider this
claosed.

Ecclogy's concerns were centered around RCRA
interim status reguirements being relaxed on
the facilities that were inspected. which are
scncauled Tor closure or are undergoing a
Change 1n miSSICN.  ECOiOgY S COncerns are
Lhat retaxed mangement of hazardous waste
during these periods may cause a threat to
fiuman heaith or the environment. Five
corrective aclions were included in the
tetier, tnree To be completed within 30 daws.
1 and one withse 180 days.

Wwithin 60 days,

Or July 26, 1994 fcelogy sent a2 letter to RL
stating that four of the five items had been

satisfactorily complicted.  The [ifth item. to

CUNBLIUCL G ond T D Gl UG iJu-U PONGS, wds



11/16/95

A TOr

T
L

Received

Date

TR
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Category Status

Li0s

e

Page 24
Agency Summary
it BOH s

A0 Compliance

SR

1954

Comments

discussed at the unit managers' meetings in
July. Ecology stated in the letter
referenced in this paragraph that the barrier
was dependent on the hazard posed by
contamination within the active partion of
the faciiity. This last item 15 now being
resolved by the CRC Team. If RL/BHI can
demonstrate that contamination would not
gccur 1f the area were disturbed, then the
barrier requirement would be waived., LCcology
states "If data can be collected, analyzed,
and independently validated in a timely
marnner " they would consider deferring the
compliance date of October 10, 1994, to
construct the barrier, untii the sampling and
analytical results were complete.

On Novembor 4, 1994, Ecology sent a letter to
RL stating Lhat enforcement to construct a

A

barrier would be oeferred until June 5. 1995,
t

. P A,
wen VaiiJdared data o5 recetved.

P S,
S T WAl

i

completed i ganuary 15950 Tn
validation repgri and raw data were submitted
1 May 1995, and the Data tvaluation Report
wWas submitizd to £covegy by June 5. 1985,

Ecology 15 roviewing the data and 1ndicated
wioan e-ma1i message gated detober 23, 1999,
that they 2xpocted Ciosure soon on the
barrier o5,

One finding and two coservations were
eoawdit L had believed
that. cnly Tindings reguired & formal

respdtisz, ofWn &g NoT forma sty reshong tn the

pdentafied darin
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Faciiity

Hanford (WHCS

Date
Received

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

Category Status

[nformal

Closed

Page 25
Agency Summary
fcology tcology issed a compliance Tetter to RL and WHC

on May 18. 1994, that followed a dangerous waste
compliance assessment of the PUREX and U03
facilities. The assessment was conducted to
"determine current compiiance with interim
status requirements...and Lo review
appiicability and appropriateness of
requiremants for currently permitted vessels,
and those vessels Lhat witll be added to the
PUREX Fart A Permit Application.” The letter
igenuiticd ¢ ofindings. o observaticns. ang 11

Comments

observations. An August 1994 audit by DOH
upgraded aii former observations to findings
{Tevel TV). which reaquired Rl to pravide a
response.

On Aprit 25, 199G, Ko rocgived o iotios tror
DOM That stated tho apowe tindings sl
requirad 3 response for this item tn be
closad.  An initial response had heen

prepared but was not submitted. A new
response was prepared by T Plant and
submitted to RL, and RL transmitted this
response to DOH. On July 13. 1995, DOH
transmitted a letter closing this inspection.
The letter states that "this investigation
wds performed under the guise of an
environmental assessment rather than a
compliance inspection.  However, failure to
correct the deficiencies may result in a
compliance action pursuant to the authorities
granted to Ecology by RCW-70-105." Because
of this Tanguage, RL/WHC decided to handie
this letter like g voiuntary compliance

10tter

RL issued a letter that
tindings. observations. and
The lctter's responses either
dispuiad the firdings, etc . or agreed wit
them and provided corregtive actions with

COMD et LG dates,

dn June 27, 1994,
responded to the
requirements.

1595, vl provided a letter for

RL to subimit Lo zcoiogy stating that alt

of Auqust 1.

THRAING L. SULCTvaliong, dbd regus rements
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Hanford {(PRLS /0504 RCRA Informai

HAanfors DAl

can s
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Status  Agency summary
Ciosed  Ecology Fcology issued a compliance ietter to RL and PhL

on August 5. 1994, that followed a dangerous
waste compliance assessment of the 325 Shielded
dnalytical Laboratory (SAL) on Aprit 12 and 21,
1994,

[}
[l
c
[yl
i}

R T Ll R O S I
Ul pductel ¢ sotewice \_‘;ual Ly dssurance audil

T AdgusT iD-1%. 199 wnicn Tocused on one
wverdgs i 04 program of KL wWHC. PNL. and BHI

Jur Tincings and two BMFs werc dgentified.

Comments

noted during the compliance assessment have
been acdressed.  WHC and KL consider this
closed, though no formal notification of
closure nas been received from Ecology.
Four areas of noncompliance with WAC 173-302
were qgentified: (1) insdequate closure of
containers in storage; (2) facility
recordkeeping: (1) interim status permit
viclations: and {4) the absence of tracking
dangerous waste volumes after small
gquantities of }iquid wastes were mixed with
large quantities of water in the RMW sewer.
Corrective actions and dates for completion
were nrovided by Focology.

ihe first two items were completed on
schedute. The second two items were put on
hold untit after the facility was restarted.
wnen systems were in place to fully comply
with the requirements iacentified during the
inspection. This has occurrad and RL
considers this Cicsed. No formal notice of
re fids been veceived Trom ECology .
bJil stated in their dstter that a new
ory of tindirgs, finding Tevel [Vs.
would be created ©o replace the former
category of ouservations, which n the past
Fag not beer resgonded to, and that obl
iy identifiea observaticns from past
dits would be changed to finding lovel Vs
1 istier did rnot proviae a date
f

of the *former chaervatyons,

1794 KU provided a response

Lu o its sbbahewnd i GG NGL D due
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Fcotogy

DOH

Summary

Foology issued 3 compliance letter on October
i8. 1994, 1o RL and WHC that followed an
inspection on August 3. 4, 15, and 29, 1994, at
the 204-AR Waste Transfer Facility. This
facility 1s operating as an interim status
facility under & revised Part A permit.

U0k 1ssued a compliance letter to RL on November
2. 1594, that followed an inspection at tne 200

=t Tark Farms orn Qctober 159, 1994 The
scocuion ddentified three findings and ofe

ol

Comments

responses to previous audit findings. A
Tetter of cliarification committing to 3
January 31. 1995 response date was provided
ko EL on December 23, 1994,

On Augusi. 250 1905 DOH LranmmioieD o beios

to BL stating 2!l Trno itoms toonTrTiol qurtng
tnis sitewide QA audit were closed.

There were three viglations noted: (L)
emergency procedures were not in place; {2
the contingency plan was not adequate; and
(3) transfer operation procedures were
inadequate. Additionally, three concerns
were noted.

KL responded to tne violaticons n a letter
dated November 21. 1994. Ecology notified
WHC by e-mail on October 23, 1995, that they
now consider this issuz closed,

During the inspection, stack monitoring
systems for [ive stacks 1n the 200 West Tank
Farms were examined.  The findings identified
guring the inspecticn ara as follows: 1)
zaper tape on the rotometers can lead to
naccurate flow readings and inaccurate
calculations in determining doses: (23 sample
Ficw rate data for two stacks 15 low. which
15 in violation of emissicn monitoring
procedures and couid iead to under reporti
emissions: and (3) several instruments were
found to be out of catroraticn.

Zorrective aclions for the findings. and a
recommengation o correct the BMP. were

LUV Ied T 1 eLter,

df1d d UespOnse was
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Date
Facility Received Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments

requested by December 22, 1994, On December
21, 1994, a response was provided to DOH.
OOH has said they will conduct a follow-up
inspection Lo verify comgiiance.

On February 14, 1995, DOH transmitted a
ietter to RL that stated two findings would
pe closed after a follow-up inspection to
verify the corrective actions. The third
finding {(item 2 apove} requires further
action to complete it. This additional
information was provided to DOH in Apri
1995.

Gn August 25, 1995, DOH issued a letter to RL
stating that the remaining items had been
completed and that this inspection was
Closed.
¢ issucd @ compliance levter to KL and Threz facilities were inspected and
Hanford, inc. {(BH1), on November 15, viglations were icentificd at the Z71-U 50-
“oiiowel an inspection on Novemoor 3, E i 1

13%1, of dangerous waste cenerator facilities.

Hanford (IRC) 11715754 RCRA Informe?  Slpsed  Loology

—t O

B T & T L 0 R s B AN -
TEGUATLD R piziis vl LSO ous Sl i

waste inventory iog sheet did not correspond
to the labeling on the container (WAL 173-303
-200% anc {55 the weekiy inspection log for
the facility inaicated no problems were found
with any safety anc cmergency equipment;
Nowever, saTety and emergency equipment waq
found Lo S missing. damaged, or oud of
certification.

b cbive acticns in the

=g
ter and asked KL to provade a

complrance le

ol i sdale ol oot idiice ndicaiing
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Date
Facility Received Subject  (ategory Status  Agency Summary ' Comments
closure of the findings. RL transmitted a
response to bcology on January 29, 1955, RL
considers this item closed.
Hanfora {ICF KH) 12708794 RCRA nformat Closed  tcology tcology issued a compliance letter on December che letter alleged thres vigtationg: W L0772
d. 1994, te RL and ICF K that followed an 303-20G0200a) . Lhe ducunuidlion contdimners
15 pe ct 1on on November 3. 1994, of sateiiite were rolounger Lhe corleod of fhe amaraioe o
accunquuwon areas in the 200 East and Wast secured; WAC 173-203 0o0{2) pamnt materi2isc
Aregs.  These areas are in support of Project W- in the buckets at the area were left to air ¥
G494, N dry. which constituted n

QINROrmtied treatmen
and disposat; and WAD 1773-303-145(3 450141
1t did not appear that spilled materials were
mitigated or prevented. Additionally. five

areds of concern were noted in the letter.

The corrective actions were to be completed
within £4 hours of receipt ¢f the letter. and
Ecology requested verification be submitted
to them by December 30, 1594.

On December 23, 1994, RL transmitted a letter
to Ecology to inform them of completion of
the corrective actions. On February 8, 1395,
Ecology transmitied & Jetter to RL ciosing
this item.
Nanfora (o - infuftat Jidnea Ziulo]y ISSUSG 4 vOoiuntary compiiance ieivier to Facility transition negotiations that started
or regruary 160 1995 thet foilowed an o July 1831 have ncluded giscussions on the
Lion on January 23-¢5, 1995, at the 324 varicus compliance violations at the 324
Buitding s Radiochemica: Engineerirg C2lis (REC)  Building. On February 7. 1995, the Dispute
and ingn-Level Vault o) tanks. This kesgiution Committes agresd that cology
rrepoction wWas conducted to support resoiubion shouid issue the voiuntary compliance letter
o Pipuabe between the Tri-darties. to cdocument tne areas of noncompliance

associated with the 324 REC and HLY tanks.
and te restart negotiations of the Tri-Party
Agreement milestones to resolve them and
CiosE Loe dchivilies Lndalodare noncompliiani
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Date
Facility Recerved Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments

The miiestones. if agreed to by the three
parties {(M-89 miiestones). will sat1sfy the

requlatory enforcement options for the areas
¢f roncompliznce in the 324 Buiiding.

The five viglations are as follows: (1)
tailure to ship waste offsite within 90 days
of accumuialing 55 gatlons or more: (2
failure to store radicactive mixed waste in
containers or tanks in accordance with WAC
173-303-200(1)(k): (3} failure to meet tank
requirements 1n accordance with WAL 173-303-
A40(2) & (6): (4) failure to apply for
interim status and Tailure to meet interim
status facility standards in accordance with
WAC 173-303-400; and (5) failure to prepare
land disposal restriction notifications for
shipments of radioactive mixed waste offsite
in accordance with WAC 173-303-140(23(a) and
40 CFR 28R 7la)(D)

Or March 8, 1990 RL transmitted a response

o Loology oubiinimg tne measures RL an

G
witl take to resclve the compliance 155U5
aasociated with the 324 Building.

Un October 23, 1995, Ecoiogy sent WHC an o-
maii message stating this issue was closeg
.

“supjech 1o Tssues beng resolved via PA.]

cd 3 The WOV stated WHC was 1n vigiaticn of waC

95 173-425-07004) . which aiiows iocal air
aulhorities Lo restrict conditions for

Loy peme- 4
wlit

Hanford (Wl BT, WCAR nformar fosed BCCAA The denton County Clean Air Authority iss
ol ToTotation to wel on March 450 1

U
g

voooDn Tebruary 25 1995, burning of

tre 1250 Building (as a training exercise

Gosdiied iy LD Aaniord Fire Uepdriment
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Agency Summary
DOH On Aprit 20, 1995, RL received a compliance
Tetter from GCH that followed an inspection at
the Waste Sampiing Characterization Facility
(WSCFY on April 3, 1995, The letter identified
two Tindings.
DOH issued @ compliance letter to RL on April
19595, that foilowed a visii with the
gireering staff at ICF ¥H and WHC on Marcn 15,
. One finding was ident:fied.
Lcaiagy Counbyy issded a compiiance Jetter to PHL on May

5. 1995, that Toiiowed an inspection of the 331
duiiding in danuary anu February 1955 ine
nspection Toiiowed the dssuance of an Unusual
Sccurrence Report Mided oy PNL. The

“centified five vialations.

Tetter

Comments

cantinued past the time authorized by the
Speciai Burning Permic. The NOV requires a
response in 30 days.

letter To WHO 'S Hanitord F

IR TR T B T et
staled further anforcement Act yon wogin nor
be required. This item is now closed.

The first finging was a violaticn o7 WAL 45
247-075. Quaiity Assurance. Two compliance
air samples from an unplanned release did not
contain chain of custody requirements. and
correct procedures were not followed for the
two samples. The second finding also was a
violation of WAC 246-247-075. There was no
air sample procedure for unplanned releases.

DOH transmitted & letter to RL on August 25.
1995, that stated this item was closed.

DOH inspectors reviewsed a design project.
The finding is a result of O0H's belief that
RL does not provide adeguate oversight and
control of the project. OCH said in the
finding that RL needed to resclve contractor
differences in calculations of potential to
et for ine project.

Ri is preparing a response to this finding.
PN Tiied the unusuai Gccurrence report after
& drum repackaging ovent occurred in which a
pressurized Grum was improperly opened.
resulting e camage to the facility. worker
contamination. and reiease of radicactive
materials.  The “ive violations are as

PodaDwe . oo, GuoealT L0 DROPLTiY Jesiandie



11/16/95

Facility

b fropd Ty

Date

Rec

eived

Enforcement Acticns

Subject  Category Status
RCRA Ir¥ormal  Clogeq

Page 37

Agency

Summary

ng WHC rece YGidntary compliance
1595, that
investigalicn into the

widstes into Lhe Centrai

ived 2
zitor from Ecoloay on May 15,
awed EColoyy s

soCeptance of Gabpack

dasle Complex (CWCT,

Comments

waste; (2) faiiure to overpack containers:
{3) accumuiating waste onsite for greater
than 90 days without proper hazardous waste
tabeling, (4) faillure to inspect the
dangercus waste storage area: and (5) failure
to properly train personnel working with
dangerous waste.

Ecalogy has required a ressonse to the first
four viglations within 30 days. and an
immediate response to the fifth violation.

On May 30, 1995, Ecclogy issued a formal
Notice of Penalty Incurred and Due (No. DE
95NW-127) to RL and PNL. and assessed a
$7.060 Tine Jsee entry oelow).

ed a response 1o Ecology on June
cology asked for additional

‘nfcrmatwor wWiich was provided.
J.00995, Ecotogy tramsmittec a letter

Sing this action

On August
0 KL

Soiavions of
resutt of
iisted beiow.

RS T TN s
vac 103-3303 were

the investigation. They are

<

45 d

(1 Failure to confirm knowledge about a
dungerous waste before trealing, storing. or
Sisposing of GL (WAC 173-303-3005 [

23 Faiiure Lo provige a training program
sent Lo ensure facility personnel can

s or to

znagement.

respond Lo emergen

VLY =
£rods waste m

Troorparate J!1 daryg

o] Getul oo ';wJaw., ,,u.-_n._:u(i_; e
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Agency

Summary

Comments

173-303-3307.

(37 Failure to incorporate in the contingency
plan actions Lo b2 taken 1n the evont

QANGeriUs waSil sAT0kne arrives, 1y Nl

AT I I A RS T T T Y B
X e

(4) Failure to submit o wri
15 davs that

n i,
WAC 173-303-360).

tten report to

ETECGRIC Y A i

(5} Fatlure to note significant discrepancies
in the manifest, fatlure to submit a letter
to Ecotogy within 15 days describing the
discrepancies, and faiiure to take continency
plan actions (WAC 173-303-370).

(67 Failure to locate dangerous waste within
the Tacility or to cross- reference wastes by
P

zCif1c manitest numbers,

cignt correclive measures and tne dates to
T At
.

2 Lhese negsures were srovoded °n the

an dune 7. 3995, RL provided a response to
Ecology that described the corrective actions
compieisd Lo cate and the remaining act1on1
that will occur Lo close this item.

On Jure 15, 1995, RU transmitted ancther
Tetter Lo Coolagy with wore information.  On
July 12, 1395, WHC provided RL a letter to

LUdNSi e vy ZOOIGUY Lhal SLETeG KL ard WHO
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considered all corrective actions required by
Ecology have been completed.
On September 14, 1995, Ecology issued another
compliance letter to RL and WHC, which stated
that two corrective measdres were not
satisfactorily completed. The letter
summarized the deficiencies with the
corrective actions, ana provided additional
corrective actions that needed to be
compieted for the state to be satisfied with
the closure of this item. Ecology said in
its letter that RL and WHC had 15 days to
complete the requirements in the letter, and
that a response was required within 30 days.
On September 20, 1995. Fcology issued a
letier Lo RL and WHC that extended the above
15-cay response requirement to 30 days. On
Jetober 26, 1995, [cology transmitted a
letter fo RL and WHC stating they were
satisfred with RL's response to the reguired
correciive measures. and stated this
INSPECTIoN wds now ciosed.
sartor RN EARE RORA Formal Sioaed Jooody i tay 30, 1995, Ecolouy issued a Mobice of This ncident 15 gescribed above under the
Peraily [ncurred and Oue (No. DE 95NW-127) entry dated May 2. 1995,
a3ainst RL and PNL after a pressurized grum was
inproperly opened and damaged the facility. On August 7. 1995, Ecology transmitted a
CLusEd workor contamination. and released relter Lo AL ciosing this action. [
radioactive material.
temfard {LEC) CAn [vformas Goen G0N oo dssked a campliance Setter on oune 5, 1695, One Minding was identitied. DOH said in
that followsd an wnspection ab the Central Waste  tneir complience leotter that some drums
oy hex stored at tne (entral Waste Complex used drum
lids contarning an activated charcoal fiiter.

ST T owE G G853 wAhaug PRELE UMM dre
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Ecology

Page 35

Summary

Ecoloagy issued a letter to DOE stating that DOE
15 in violation of the TPA and RCW 70.105.

DOH issued a Notice of Correction Lo RL that
stated R was not in compliance with WAC 246-
287 DOH stated that RL was reguired to cbtain
a Notice of Construction (NOC) permit and
separibions approval for emission unit

icetions. which was not dons beforo efforts

t0 decontaminate the B Celi at the 324 Building
began.

T

ed a compliance detier T0iiowing an
conoon May 31 1995, that was intended ic
21058 ouh previous aucit Tindings. and another
mspection on July 13, 1995 wien ins inspectors
ceturnod ang the probiems stiti had nol been

norrected.

Comments

not considered sealed sources. The facility
needed Lo obtain a Notice of Construction’

INOCY permit before constructinn in order ta
store drums that are rol soalod souices. o

Tetter required a response 1n kU davs

On Guly 12, 1995, 3 rosponss wil n
OOH that stated the NOT wnald be prepared arerd
providad to DOH by August 310 1955, DOH

approved the NOC on October z4. i995.  WNn
formai notice of closure has been received
from DOH to close this inspection.

The letter ctated thet Ecology was
considering formai enforcement action.

On July 26, 1995, RL responded to Ecology in
a letter that stated "there are several
problems and Tnaccuracies in these
allegations,” and explained where RL believed
Ecology was Inaccurate.

the letter requires RL to supmit to DOH an
Assurance of Discontinuance of al! work at
the 324 Building. DOH said in the letter
they will take enforcement action if the
terms of tne letfer are not met.

ke inspectors identified moritoring
Tratrumentation that was rot calibrated. fisd
out-ut-date Zai on stickers, or had
incorrect or missing Caiibration stickers.
Tre letter states "Th1s has been da recurring
probiem since tne nception of our reguiatory

DL L SR AT AT e T vty

W

]
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calibration of equipment calls into question
the accuracy of data used in offsite dose
calculations.”

The letter stated that RL needs to develop a
corrective acticn plan by October 2, 1995, to
correct the preblems with calibration.  After
that date., DOH inspectors will randomiy
verify that air monitoring and indication
equipment is in calibration and marked
accordingly.

Hanford (ERC) 9721745

v
(S n]
%5
—a
|
=
=
=
=
u
—
)
B
@
=
=
[
T

O0H transmitted a compliance letter to RL on The finding stated that the current

Septomber 21, 1995, that folicwed an inspection faboratory inventory conlroi program was

at 100 N Basin and 1303 N silos. The letter inadequate to correlate the air monitoring

identified one finding and two BMPs. values with the quantitiy of activity
processed in the hoods auring the sampling
period. DOH is requesting a response by
December L. 16995,

Harnfora (LRO) LG/04/55 RCRA Irformal  Cpon Feolnay feology i urtaﬂv compliance letter to Tn1v vo]unLary comp iance i tter foWTomed an

b " aCcumutating o
1 the atlowed 90-day

EY
100 4T Lhe 153-: solar evaporainion

[T wm
i

Ll

Coalic O

ILI /J‘

3 Piant for

Bas s, veritication HF’O“ to entering storage. As a
result. ati the drums of waste that had been
collected Tran the basins were returned back
L3 Lne wasins. whgr tnen caused tne wasaelao
be accumulated greater than the 50 cays

aliowod by the regulations

T

;I or riU\_ -

AR Cf ifnrnat o Dpon COH Thz UoH 2 Department of Trinking walsr iszued o ROw 700150 requires Certified water works
N of Mralation to RL Tor operating the 166 operators responsible for the active daily

oL1Ce o

TRy nguum wibllisul Lo i e (UL vioniitce s GOtTac it 1w wal@l ayholii, Sl
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tetter required a response within 30 days of
the letter.
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